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the English workers would also be depressed to a low level by the
further development of capitalism. Marx and Engels, however,
did not attribute this to England's possession of colonies and
showed no interest in a redistribution of these. In their view it
was due to the fact that England was the most capitalistic country
of the world. Neither Marx nor the German Social Democrats
have ever advocated the use of force for liberating the proletarian
nations from English " exploitation ". This argument was later
employed by German and other nationalists who refused to be
satisfied with the economic opportunities offered by Britain's
policy of the " open door " and who denounced the British
Empire as an oppressive monopoly. The Fascists described their
struggle against Britain in terms of a social conflict, as a rise of
proletarian " have-nots " against the capitalistic *c haves ". In
fact, of course, this argument was merely a propaganda slogan,
though a very effective one. If it is taken for granted that in-
equality in wealth justifies the expropriation of the rich, irrespec-
tive of how they have acquired their wealth or what use they make
of it, then many people would find it difficult to understand that
this principle must not be applied to relations between nations.1
Well-meaning people have put forward the idea of international-
izing the colonies and thereby guaranteeing equal opportunities
to all nations. But in an age of nationalism this plan has not the
slightest chance of realization ; it would neither work nor satisfy
the nationalists, and it would prejudice the claim of the native
populations to self-government. The inequality in the possession
of colonies is only one of. the grievances of nationalists, and in
many cases of conflict plays no part at all. In many national
struggles, for instance in those of the Irish, the Indians and
various nations of central and eastern Europe, one nation accuses
another that it is a capitalistic exploiter and that it has acquired
this position by conquest and oppression. In India the Hindus
use this argument against the British ; but the Moslems who
combat the Hindu claim to predominance in the whole of India
and who want a separate Moslem State, charge the Hindus of
being capitalistic usurers, sponging upon the poor Moslem
peasants.8
1T. H. Huxley has put forward this argument in a witty form. Cf. Murray,
vol. ii, p. 263.
1 Antisemitism which is so typical of all movement of violent nationalism is also
often defended with arguments of social liberty and equality. The Social Democratic
Party of Germany at the Congress of Cologne of 1893 declared that Aatissmitiam
sprang from a revolt against capitalism, which, however, went in the wrong direction,
and a prominent Socialist leader at another occasion said that Antisemitism was the
socialism of the simpletons.